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Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am 

happy to yield 5 minutes to my very 
good friend from Lubbock, Texas (Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER). 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman. And I was listen-
ing to the distinguished ranking mem-
ber of the Rules Committee talking 
about people not following the rules, 
people that are avoiding their income 
taxes. Quite honestly, I want to bring a 
point up tonight that is about not 
obeying the rules. So I rise in opposi-
tion to this rule. 

We spent a lot of time a few weeks 
ago talking about earmarks. Fortu-
nately, we were successful in elimi-
nating the secret slush funds of ear-
marks being reined in. So this is one of 
the ways we worked on controlling 
spending in an environment right now 
where the Democrats have already 
passed legislation that would increase 
spending by $50 billion this year, $20 
billion in this current appropriations 
cycle. 

But when we were talking about ear-
mark reform, we really were only talk-
ing about 1 percent of our spending. If 
we are going to win the battle on 
spending, we have to focus on more 
than just earmarks. 

One of the things that is very impor-
tant is that we have a process in Con-
gress. We say we are going to authorize 
programs, and then we say we are 
going to take time out and then fund 
them in the appropriations process. To-
night we are going to take up this bill, 
and it is called an appropriations bill. 
That is how we spend the money. 

But one of the things we said in the 
House rules is a project or program has 
to be authorized before it can be appro-
priated. But you know what the very 
first thing that we do is? We say, oh, 
Congress is not going to play by the 
rules during this appropriations proc-
ess. We are going to fund projects that 
aren’t even authorized. 

The American people understand the 
term ‘‘authorization.’’ Many of you 
have a credit card or a checking ac-
count. On your checking account, you 
have authorized signatures. On your 
credit card, you have authorized users. 
Unfortunately for the American people 
tonight, we are talking about using a 
credit card, because we are spending 
more money than we have. 

One of the things that is an alarming 
number to me is it was recently re-
ported that Congress is going to appro-
priate over $100 billion of unauthorized 
expenses. I don’t think the people back 
in America, the people certainly back 
in the 19th District of Texas, think 
Congress ought to be spending $100 bil-
lion on programs that aren’t even au-
thorized. 

Here are just a few examples of those. 
Tonight in this bill, for example, there 
is $23 billion worth of spending that is, 
what? Not authorized. Some of those 
projects are $100 million for a Commu-
nity Development Financial Institu-
tions Fund. That program was last au-
thorized in 1998. 

b 1930 
There is $315 million for the Election 

Assistance Commission. That author-
ization expired in 2005. 

A lot of people say Congress may be 
just too busy to authorize these new 
programs. Well, you know what, if we 
are too busy to look at whether these 
current programs are relevant, whether 
they are efficient, or whether we 
should be doing them, then we are 
probably too busy. But by the way, we 
haven’t been too busy to authorize just 
in 6 months over $600 billion in new 
programs. 

So what we are spending money to-
night on is projects that we didn’t take 
the time to evaluate whether these 
projects are worthwhile and worthy of 
spending the American taxpayers’ 
money on. And in the meantime, we 
have been very busy passing brand new 
programs to the tune of $228 billion, 
which is why this Democratic leader-
ship is going to hand the American 
people a gift of the largest tax increase 
in American history. 

If we are serious about leaving more 
money in the American taxpayers’ 
pockets so that those families can pay 
for health care and gasoline and other 
things that are essential to those fami-
lies, we are going to have to leave more 
money in their pockets, and we cer-
tainly can’t do that by runaway spend-
ing. Spending money on projects that 
we haven’t reviewed to determine 
whether those programs are worth-
while, relevant today, and whether 
some efficiencies could accrue in some 
of those programs and could be com-
bined, and that we could do it better 
and spend less money. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight in support 
of letting the American people have 
more of their money and against a rule 
that is going to appropriate money 
that we haven’t even authorized. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
make a brief comment regarding the 
Members’ COLA which, as Members 
know, is provided for not in this bill 
but directly through the Treasury De-
partment based on a predetermined for-
mula. 

When we had a debate last year, 
Members on our side of the aisle ob-
jected to the rule on the grounds that 
Members should not receive a cost of 
living increase until average Ameri-
cans did through an increase in the 
minimum wage. 

I am happy to report that the Demo-
crats kept their promise. No COLA was 
permitted in the long-term funding 
that Democrats passed earlier this year 
to resolve last year’s appropriations 
gridlock. As a result of the new major-
ity’s leadership, we passed the first in-
crease in the minimum wage in almost 
10 years. It goes into effect on July 24, 
just less than a month from now. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, first of 
all, I ask unanimous consent to insert 
in the RECORD extraneous material, in-
cluding the amendment to be offered 

by Mr. TERRY if, in fact, we do defeat 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DREIER. If I may inquire of my 

friend from Sacramento, how many 
more speakers do you have remaining? 

Ms. MATSUI. I have no further 
speakers. Do you have additional 
speakers? 

Mr. DREIER. I have no further 
speakers, but I understand there is 
some amendment here to the rule that 
you want to talk about, so I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I will be 
offering an amendment that adds a new 
section to the rule that allows the 
House to consider a current resolution 
providing for the adjournment of the 
House and Senate during the month of 
July. 

I wanted to apprise the gentleman 
from California regarding that. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I am just a little confused about this 
amendment. I know that the Budget 
Act calls for us to have completed our 
appropriations work in the House by 
the 4th of July, and the promise that 
was made by the Democratic majority 
was that all of the appropriations bills 
would be done by the 4th of July break. 
I will say that I am a little confused. 

I would be happy to yield to my 
friend as to what this proposed amend-
ment would, in fact, entail. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, this is 
necessary because of a technical provi-
sion in section 309 of the Congressional 
Budget Act that prevents the House 
from considering any adjournment res-
olution for a period longer than 3 days 
unless all of the annual appropriations 
bills have been passed by the House. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, again, I 
remember there was a promise made 
that the work on House appropriations 
bills would be completed by the July 4 
break. It sounds to me as if there is an 
attempt being made to really go be-
yond and not comply with that promise 
that was made. There seems to be some 
kind of requirement here that we 
amend the rule to make this happen. 

I would be happy to yield to my col-
league or to the gentleman from Flor-
ida, my Rules Committee colleague. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Does the 
gentleman remember that you did the 
exact same thing last year? 

Mr. DREIER. Reclaiming my time, I 
would say last year there was not a 
commitment that was made that we 
would complete all of our appropria-
tions work by the July 4th break. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Would the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DREIER. I would be happy to fur-
ther yield. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Does the 
gentleman remember the last couple of 
weeks here who participated in causing 
the delay? 
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